
   
 

 

Judicial Council of Georgia 
Emergency Session 

 
By Conference Call 

 
Monday, July 27, 2020 

2:00 p.m. 
 
 

1. Preliminary Remarks 
(Chief Justice Harold D. Melton, Est. Time – 2 Min.) 
 

2. Roll Call of Judicial Council Members                                      
(Cynthia Clanton, Judicial Council Secretary and AOC Director, Est. Time – 2 Min.)  
 

3. Adoption of Minutes from Emergency Session on July 13, 2020 
(Chief Justice Harold D. Melton, Est. Time – 2 Min.) 
 

4. COVID-19 Update and Discussion of Statewide Judicial Emergency Orders by Judicial Council 
Members      

          (Chief Justice Harold D. Melton, Est. Time – 15 Min.) 
 

A. Update on Judicial COVID-19 Task Force and Report (Judge Shawn LaGrua) – Action Item 
 

5. Test of August 14 General Session Voting Procedures 
(Mr. Christopher Hansard, Est. Time – 10 Min.) 
 

6. Reports from Courts, Councils, State Bar, and AOC (Est. Time – 20 min.) 
 
A. Supreme Court  

B. Court of Appeals  

C. Business Court  

D. Council of Superior Court Judges  

E. Council of State Court Judges  

F. Council of Juvenile Court Judges  

G. Council of Probate Court Judges  

H. Council of Magistrate Court Judges  

I. Council of Municipal Court Judges  

J. State Bar of Georgia  



   
 

 

K. Administrative Office of the Courts 

7. Reports from additional Judicial Branch Agencies (Est. Time – 10 Min.)        

A. Council of Accountability Court Judges  

B. Georgia Commission on Dispute Resolution  

C. Council of Superior Court Clerks  

D. Chief Justice’s Commission on Professionalism  
  

E. Georgia Council of Court Administrators  
 

F. Institute of Continuing Judicial Education  
 

G. Judicial Qualifications Commission  
    

8. Old/New Business 
           (Chief Justice Harold D. Melton, Est. Time – 5 Min.) 
 

9. Concluding Remarks and Adjournment 
(Chief Justice Harold D. Melton, Est. Time – 5 Min.) 

 
 

Next Judicial Council Meetings – General Session 
 

Friday, August 14, 2020            10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m.        By Zoom Conferencing 
Friday, December 11, 2020       10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m.        The Carter Center/Atlanta, GA 
 

Judicial Council Meeting Calendar – 2021 
Friday, February 12, 2021 10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. The James H. “Sloppy” Floyd Building/ Atlanta, GA 
Friday, April 23, 2021  10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m.  The Classic Center/Athens, GA 
Friday, August 13, 2021                   10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. Location TBD 
Friday, December 10, 2021       10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. The Carter Center/Atlanta, GA 
 

 
 
Please continue to check www.georgiacourts.gov (the Judicial Gateway) for the latest updates and 
information. Thank you and continue to be safe!   
 
 

http://www.georgiacourts.gov/


http://www.georgiacourts.gov/
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Task Force Mission 
The Judicial COVID-19 Task Force was established on May 14, 2020, by Chief Justice 
Harold D. Melton as an ad hoc committee of the Judicial Council with the mission of 
assisting courts in conducting remote proceedings and restoring more in-court 
proceedings, including jury trials and grand jury proceedings, during the COVID-19 
pandemic. The Task Force includes judges from all classes of court and advisory 
members from the State Bar of Georgia, Prosecuting Attorneys’ Council, Public Defender 
Council, criminal defense attorneys, civil plaintiff and defense attorneys, court clerks, 
sheriffs, healthcare professionals, and the general public. 
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Task Force Members 

Judge Shawn Ellen LaGrua, Atlanta Judicial Circuit, Chair 
Chief Justice Harold D. Melton, Supreme Court of Georgia 
Judge Kenneth B. Hodges III, Court of Appeals of Georgia 
Judge Walter Davis, State-wide Business Court 
Chief Judge Kathlene Gosselin, Northeastern Judicial Circuit 
Chief Judge Russ McClelland, State Court of Forsyth County 
Judge Lindsay Burton, Juvenile Court of Hall County 
Judge Melanie Bell, Probate Court of Newton County 
Judge Brendan F. Murphy, Magistrate Court of Cobb County 
Judge Norman Cuadra, Municipal Court of Suwanee 
Elizabeth Fite, State Bar of Georgia 
Cindy Mason, Clerk of Superior and Juvenile Courts of Columbia County 
Cynthia Clanton, Director of the Administrative Office of the Courts 
Bryan Webb, Office of the Georgia Attorney General 
Doug Ashworth, Director of the Institute of Continuing Judicial Education 
Chuck Boring, Director of the Judicial Qualifications Commission 
Cathy Vandenberg, Atlanta Legal Aid 
Robin Rooks, Georgia Council of Court Administrators 
Robert Smith, Prosecuting Attorneys’ Council 
Jimmonique R.S. Rodgers, Georgia Public Defender Council 
Adam Malone, Georgia Trial Lawyers Association 
David Nelson, Georgia Defense Lawyers Association 
Don Samuel, Georgia Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers 
Debra Nesbit, Association County Commissioners of Georgia 
William Custer, Georgia Chamber of Commerce Law and Judiciary Committee 
Marial Ellis, Georgia Department of Community Health 
Phil Sellers, Department of Community Supervision 
Terry Norris, Executive Director of the Georgia Sheriffs’ Association 
Sheila Ross, Prosecuting Attorneys’ Council 
Michael Lucas, Atlanta Volunteer Lawyers Foundation 
Dr. Mark Swancutt, Fulton County Board of Health 
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Former Task Force Members 

Chief Judge Reuben Green, Cobb Judicial Circuit 
Kristin Miller, Georgia Department of Public Health 
 

Task Force Staff 

Christopher Hansard, Administrative Office of the Courts 
Cheryl Karounos, Administrative Office of the Courts 
 

 

The Task Force members are grateful for the help and input 
of many judges, attorneys, clerks, court administrators, court 
professionals, and staff who attended subcommittee 
meetings and contributed to this report. These influential 
advisors worked mainly behind the scenes to provide 
subject matter expertise to Task Force members. Their 
contributions to this report are invaluable. 
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The Importance of the Task Force 
A Letter from Task Force Chair, Judge Shawn Ellen LaGrua 
 
Dear Colleagues and Friends, 

I am so honored to have been asked by Chief Justice Harold D. Melton to chair his 
COVID -19 Task Force. Considering the involvement of attorneys from all sides, health 
officials, and the JQC, it has been amazing to witness the collegiality, cooperation, and 
compromise of these individuals, without a single snide remark or rebuke. If attorneys 
always practiced law this way, we would be better for it. The attached report seeks to 
guide judges and practitioners as we work in our various professions and fulfill our 
duties in an unprecedented and challenging time. There are no absolutes, and courts 
will have to deal with issues as they deem appropriate. However, we hope that these 
best practices, which were developed by some of the best legal minds from all corners 
of our profession, will result in efficient and effective litigation. Administering justice 
during a pandemic will take time, effort, and creative thinking. The Judicial Branch 
should never be the cause of the unnecessary spread of this horrible virus as we move 
forward and maintain justice.   

The Task Force dedicates this report to the friends and colleagues we have lost during 
this crisis, notably Judge Horace Johnson of the Alcovy Judicial Circuit and Judge Nancy 
Stephenson of the Dougherty County Probate Court. 
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Section 1: Guidelines 
 

The following are guidelines all courts should follow to ensure the 
safety of participants and staff and the legal rights of litigants. 
Guidelines in this section include: 
 
Judicial Emergency Orders 
 
General Safety 
 
Sample Safety Guidelines 
 
General Considerations for All Proceedings 
 
Access to Justice 
 
Procedures and Interpreter Protocols 
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Judicial Emergency Orders 

All judges and court personnel should comply with the Emergency Orders issued by the 
Supreme Court of Georgia and the Chief Superior Court Judge of their respective judicial 
district, including conducting in-person proceedings according to the guidelines 
outlined in said orders and any other governmental directives regarding social 
distancing, maximum group size, and other restrictions and precautions. 

Governor Kemp’s July 15, 2020, Executive Order “Providing additional guidance for 
Empowering a Healthy Georgia in response to COVID-19” does not impact the ability of 
the courts to establish safety protocols and control court operations.   

The Governor’s April 3, 2020, Executive Order “Expanding the definition of Essential 
Services and clarifying enforcement provisions in Executive Order 04.02.20.01” 
recognizes the independence of the Judicial Branch of government (see below). 

 

To the extent portions of courthouse facilities are shared with non-court entities, courts 
should seek to coordinate on operating guidelines, but courts should ensure that all 
persons working for the court or attending court proceedings are protected consistent 
with the statewide judicial emergency order. 

    

https://gov.georgia.gov/document/2020-executive-order/07152001/download
https://gov.georgia.gov/document/2020-executive-order/04032002/download
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General Safety 

To ensure the health and safety of litigants, attorneys, visitors, court staff, judges, and 
other individuals entering the buildings housing the courts, follow the guidelines below.  

• All judges and court personnel should use all reasonable efforts to conduct 
proceedings remotely when practical to do so.   
 

• Courts should consult with the local health authority for updates and suggestions for 
their local courts.     
 

• Courts should review the Georgia Court Reopening Guide (Section 3: Resources) for 
suggestions on:  

o General Infection Control Measures  
o Providing Notice to the Public of Increased Health and Safety Measures  
o Providing Healthy and Safe Access to the Courtroom  
o Maintaining a Healthy and Safe Courtroom  
o Ensure Healthy and Safe Court Employees, and  
o Ensure Healthy and Safe Inmates and Detainees 

 

• Provide written notice to attorneys, parties, and self-represented parties of the 
physical procedures and restrictions planned for use during the proceeding.  

• Have specially set hearings or non-jury trials, have informal status conferences to 
review physical arrangements, scheduling, and coordinating witness appearance, 
where parties/counsel can sit, where witnesses will testify (if not in the usual 
location), and where the public can sit or observe the proceedings.  

• Determine any special needs of parties or self-represented parties before in-person 
proceedings.  

• Coordinate with other courts also conducting business in the courthouse and 
courtrooms to stagger scheduling of court proceedings to limit the number of 
persons coming in and out of the courthouse. Stagger hearing times throughout the 
day to reduce the number of people arriving for a morning or afternoon calendar.  
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• Consider using alternate locations such as other locations/courtrooms within the 
courthouse or other county-owned properties (county administration buildings, 
commissioner meeting rooms, agricultural centers.) Any change of location should 
be emphasized on the court notice.  

• Before moving court off-site, judges should consult with the Sheriff’s Office and 
ensure the public has access to the venue and adequate security can be provided.  

Due to the unique differences between judicial circuits throughout the state, uniform 
statewide safety guidelines may not be appropriate. However, as a best practice, each 
judicial circuit should adopt consistent safety protocols for the entire jurisdiction.  Each 
chief superior court judge should utilize the Georgia Court Reopening Guide created by 
the Judicial Council’s Strategic Plan Committee to develop uniform, general safety 
practices for all classes of courts within the judicial circuit.   

The public, courthouse staff, and attorneys should receive notice of general safety 
guidelines. Notice methods will vary across the judicial circuits.  Whatever the notice 
method, courts should work to ensure prompt notice. 

General Considerations for All Proceedings 

Vulnerable Persons 

“Vulnerable Persons” are defined as individuals who are over age 60 and individuals with 
serious underlying health conditions, such as high blood pressure, chronic lung disease, 
diabetes, obesity, asthma, and those whose immune systems are compromised by 
chemotherapy or other treatments for medical conditions. Additionally, those who may 
live with or provide custodial or residential care for a vulnerable person should receive 
accommodations, including alternatives to in-person court appearances and avoiding 
the need to travel to the courthouse.  

Courts or clerks should include information with notices or other communications 
notifying individuals who are vulnerable persons of the ability to contact the court to 
identify themselves as a vulnerable individual and to receive accommodations. The court 
should also post a notice with this information in conspicuous locations around the 
court building. 
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Courts should work diligently to eliminate the need for vulnerable persons to attend 
court in-person. If the courts are unable to make such accommodations, vulnerable 
persons scheduled for court must be provided masks if they do not have their own, and 
courts must take additional efforts to reduce their exposure to communicable diseases 
to the greatest extent possible. If a continuance is necessary to effectuate such 
accommodations, courts should grant such a continuance for good cause shown. 

Self-Represented Vulnerable Persons 

For litigants with representation, their attorneys will likely have appropriate digital 
access to assist their clients. For self-represented litigants, courts may need to especially 
consider if the litigant can participate in court given their access to and experience with 
technology. Courts may find the following option useful for handling self-represented 
vulnerable persons. 

• Consider placing a physical drop box outside the courthouse, or set up a cloud-
based depository, to allow litigants to file documents with the clerk’s office without 
entering the building. 

• Consider the feasibility of a Mobile Legal Help Center, which would provide most of 
the services available in a traditional Help Center, but in a vehicle. A mobile center 
accommodates litigants who are homebound, disabled, otherwise unhealthy, or who 
are unable to travel to a courthouse by driving into communities to provide legal 
services in place of individuals needing to go to a courthouse. 

Of course, if an attorney is a vulnerable person and has their technology access issues, 
these same guidelines would apply. 

Virtual Hearings 

During emergency declarations and even after emergency declarations end, judicial 
circuits may choose to continue court via both in-person and remote settings as local 
circumstances allow. Each circuit will recognize that current technological limitations, 
including the ability of litigants to maintain reliable internet connections, impact courts’ 
ability to conduct remote motion hearings. Therefore, motion hearings held in-person 
while implementing proper social distancing guidelines have advantages.   
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In-person hearings limit the impact of potential technical issues and generally ensure 
adherence to the requirements of Rule 22: USE OF ELECTRONIC DEVICES IN 
COURTROOMS AND RECORDING OF CIVIL PROCEEDINGS. For example, in remote 
hearings involving non-jury domestic matters, reliance on a party’s affirmation that he or 
she is adhering to the requirements of Rule 22 may be an insufficient safeguard against 
unauthorized recording.  Additionally, the ability to utilize demonstrative evidence and 
confront witnesses with documents is sometimes limited or difficult with remote 
technology.  

However, in-person hearings present challenges as well.  Size and configuration of 
courtrooms, wearing of masks or face shields, and the unwillingness of necessary 
participants to attend can cause these hearings to be interrupted, disrupted, or delayed.  
Therefore, a judge must weigh each proceeding’s format carefully, considering all these 
factors, in determining the appropriate manner of hearing. 

Due to varying levels of access to technology throughout the state, a single, uniform 
rule on conducting non-jury hearings is unfeasible. Several judicial circuits courthouse 
staff, attorneys, or defendants lack access to the internet and internet-connected 
devices. In those circuits, conducting virtual hearings may not be possible.   

Virtual hearings are time-consuming and pose numerous technological challenges.  
However, virtual hearings present the benefit of reducing the risk of COVID-19 
transmission.  Virtual hearings reduce in-person court time, providing courts the 
opportunity to devote more time to handle matters which must be handled in-person.  

The judge should provide verbal instructions at the beginning of the hearing to the 
parties, participants, and members of the public, reminding them not to record the 
proceeding and informing them of the court’s method of recording the hearing.   

Provide an announcement on the record that a Judicial Emergency is in effect because 
of COVID-19 and explain how the proceeding will occur.  The judge should then obtain 
consent from the defendant and counsel to proceed as described. 

Due Process in Virtual Hearings  

During the virtual proceeding, courts must ensure a method for protecting attorney-
client communications. A dedicated phone line or a breakout room that allows the 
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defendant to be able to communicate with his or her attorney privately may accomplish 
privileged communication needs. 

Notice to the public and either streaming the proceeding online or having the judge 
physically present in an open courtroom may satisfy open courtroom requirements. 
Another option would be to have the information as to a particular judge’s proceedings 
published on a local website with a number for the public to call if they wish to observe. 
The assigned judge should carefully consider the nature and sensitivity of a proceeding 
before using livestreaming as a means of ensuring an open courtroom. For example, 
issues related to family law are particularly sensitive and may be better suited for having 
the judge physically present in an open courtroom. 

In criminal cases, the state and the defense must consent to virtual hearings.  If a court 
elects to go forward over an objection, then the court should conduct a hearing on the 
objections and make findings of fact and conclusions of law to support the court’s 
decision to proceed with a hearing.  

Waiver of right to be present in person in the courtroom:  The defendant should waive 
his or her right to an in-person hearing, either in writing before the proceeding or on 
the record at the proceeding. 

To the extent possible, the passing of documents should be limited.   

There must be a method of allowing and protecting attorney-client communications. 

Virtual hearings should be limited to less complicated matters, such as: 

• Calendar calls 
• Status hearings 
• Ministerial hearings 
• Scheduling matters 
• Arraignment 
• Preliminary/probable cause hearings 
• Bond hearings 
• Guilty pleas in non-complex cases 
• Ex parte hearings regarding the safety and health of the defendant  
• Objections to virtual hearings 
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• Motions for new trial involving legal argument only
• Out-of-time motions for new trial involving legal argument only, and
• Probation revocations.

Access to Justice 

Access to Technology Resources

To minimize in-person appearances to the greatest extent possible, technology access is 
essential, including internet access, WiFi, “Zoom” remote meeting technologies, or other 
such technologies. Access to technology is inequitable, creating a persistent 
socioeconomic “digital divide.” Many Georgians do not have access to the technologies 
needed to participate in remote hearings conducted using online videoconferencing or 
to conduct their court business otherwise online. Access considerations require creative 
and inclusive practices. 

If a litigant has device but no internet 

If a litigant has a computer, laptop, or some other kind of internet-connected device but 
still needs access to a reliable internet connection, several options exist. Many public 
libraries, county law libraries, or private businesses offer free WiFi. WiFi should be 
password protected or via another secure mechanism. For instance, libraries typically 
require patrons to use their library credentials.  

If a litigant has internet but no device 

Solutions for this scenario include Courthouse “Zoom Rooms,” Courthouse Kiosks, or 
Local Community resources. Public libraries, county law libraries, and private businesses 
may offer a workspace that includes the computer and internet access. Again, WiFi 
should be password protected or via another secure mechanism.

It may be possible in some areas to establish temporary or mobile internet access 
facilities. 

If a litigant has neither internet nor device 

A phone-based connection (landline, mobile) is an option. The phone does not need to 
be a “smart” phone.  
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If none of the above options are available, or in the case of a litigant who is not “tech-
savvy,” an option is to continue the case until it becomes feasible for the litigant to 
appear in person at the courthouse. 

Access to Legal Resources 

Legal information is critical to empower litigants (especially those who are self-
represented) to take action in their cases, particularly in circumstances where physical 
courts may be operating on a limited basis, and court staff may not be as available to 
the public as they would be during traditional court processes. Court staff may be able 
to answer questions via an online chat, send people links to legal information resources 
posted on court websites, or assist in navigating new court processes. Staff will need 
clear guidance on the difference between legal information and legal advice. 

Courts should post information about free access to legal information and legal 
representation for the indigent. 

• Self Help Resource Centers-online/courthouse-based/law library-based/mobile or
virtual

• Contact information for Legal Aid offices, community organizations, bar
association information, and courts.

GeorgiaLegalAid.org is Georgia’s Statewide Access to Justice sponsored self-help 
website that provides general information, step-by-step interactive guides for court and 
legal forms, answers to FAQs, educational materials, brochures, and videos on legal 
issues including family law, public benefits, and housing.   

• Include lists of local Internet Access options (such as courthouse-based/public
library and law library-based, private businesses providing secure WiFi or other
technology services.)
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Procedures and Interpreter Protocols  

Guidance for Specific Interpreter Functions, Roles, Responsibilities, 
and Considerations for Specific Settings 

Understanding the interpreters’ roles will ensure that courts and interpreters work 
together cohesively and allow all parties (English speakers, Limited English Participants, 
and Deaf/Hard of Hearing) to communicate and have access to justice. 

Document/Video Translations 

• Consider the increased need for the availability of court documents already 
translated into various languages.  

• Ensure planning when sight translations are required. 

• If possible, provide documents/videos to the interpreter in advance. 

• Consider pre-recording repetitive colloquies or instructions in advance for many 
spoken languages, especially those played for the audience on video.  Make the 
recordings available on audio/video recording for the LEP parties, and for American 
Sign Language (“ASL”) parties, create a video recording that can be viewed on a 
tablet, dedicated screen, or shown in an interpreter box or split-screen in conjunction 
with the main video and ensure it has at least one language subtitled and other 
written translations available. 

In-Person Interpretation 

Ensure that new COVID-19 safety policies do not alter the currently required provisions 
of services when necessary to ensure effective communication by and with Limited 
English Participants (“LEP”) or Deaf/Hard of Hearing (“DHH”) participants (litigants, 
witnesses, and spectators).  

• Although the safest place for the interpreters to work is in their office, a safe 
alternative must be explored, such as creating a designated space in the courtroom 
for interpreters and the use of remote interpreting equipment, etc.  



19 
 

• Give the interpreter discretion within the safety parameters to take off the mask or 
wear other alternatives such as face shields. Consider the impact on the interpreter 
of working for long periods of time with a facemask, including cognitive load and 
fatigue.  

• Participants should be available to pre-conference with the interpreter (s). 

• Consider practical guidelines regarding the physical placement of interpreters inside 
and outside the courtroom. Defer to the interpreter as to the best placement. 

• Use face masks and face shields for LEPs and Interpreters.  Default to the Interpreter 
to determine which face mask works best in each setting and allow the interpreter to 
conference with the LEP/DHH for their preference. 

Remote Interpretation 

• Create guidelines for technical briefings and pre-sessions with interpreters to make 
sure that all parties understand the mechanics of participating in remote 
proceedings. Include techniques to control turn-taking and requests for repetitions 
or clarifications. 

• Create uniform communication guidelines between all parties to address the process 
for swearing-in, interpreter interventions on the record, and handling video or audio 
lags, etc. 

• Create guidelines for maintaining confidentiality and protecting privilege during 
remote proceedings and consider conflicts of the interpreters for multi-role work. 

• Ensure that the record reflects whenever an interpreter appears remotely via 
telephone or videoconferencingerencing.  

• Identify in advance and have all parties understand possible impediments to the 
performance by interpreters during remote interpreting sessions. 

• Defer to interpreter to determine the best mode of interpretation for remote 
proceedings and the most appropriate mode of interpreting within a given platform 
(consecutive interpretation, simultaneous interpretation, or sight translation); 
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ensuring that suitably qualified interpreters will use existing best practices to 
measure decisions which may conflict with current situational demands. 

• Parties should be willing to share court documents, direct and cross-examination 
questions, and topics of questioning with interpreters in advance of the proceeding. 

• Training for stakeholders and participants: judges, attorneys, clerks, stakeholders 

• The angle of cameras and lighting: some participants may be difficult to see in the 
video due to improper angles or lighting, which may be perceived as inadequate 
preparation for the proceeding. Proper camera angles and proper lighting helps 
participants be recognized as more professional and comfortable with video settings. 

• Muting/Unmuting: Parties need to unmute/mute their microphones as necessary 
during video proceedings. Parties may mute when they do not have to speak 
continually. Background noise can also be an issue when a party has not muted his 
or her microphone. 

• Consider how the visual backgrounds of all participants can be just as distracting to 
DHH participants as background noise is to hearing participants. 

• An echo in the speaker’s voice can occur when the volume of the participants’ 
speakers is too high, making it very confusing for the interpreter to understand the 
message. 

• When DHH individuals connect via telephones they are holding in their hands, the 
phone can be an obstruction to communication. Work with the interpreter to 
determine the best ways to resolve these issues.  

• Guide LEP/DHH individuals regarding how technology may influence the interpreted 
message, including but not limited to bandwidth, holding the phone or tablet in your 
hand, the angle of the camera, and lighting 

• Often, LEPs need guidance through the initial connection process. Parties ideally 
could coordinate in advance having a bilingual staff member or the interpreter 
contact the LEP via phone to guide the LEP in the connection process. Although 
outside the role of the interpreter, this might be the critical step that will allow the 
LEP to attend. 
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and State Court Rule 22, which requires application by the party seeking to 
record the proceedings and approval of the court prior to the beginning of the 
proceeding. Violations of Rule 22 is subject to the penalties for contempt of 
court. Observers should keep their video off and sound on mute.  

(10) Upon the court or either party invoking the rule of sequestration, no 
witness may observe or listen to any portion of the proceeding until he or she 
has been called to testify. Witnesses listening or observing the proceedings is 
strictly prohibited in those instances, and violators will be subject to contempt 
of court. 

Failure to comply with the provisions of this Standing Order may result in 
Contempt of Court and monetary fines.   

If you are set for an in-person hearing/trial: 

(1) You must comply with the Third Order Extending Declaration of 
Statewide Judicial Emergency dated June 12, 2020. 

(2) As set forth therein, anyone entering the Courthouse must wear a 
face mask.  Please bring your own face mask. 

(3)  Stay home and immediately notify Chambers staff if you feel sick 
or are experiencing any symptoms of COVID-19 or have had them 
within the past ten days.  https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-
ncov/symptoms-testing/symptoms.html. 

 

SO ORDERED, this, the ___  day of ___, 2020. 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF FULTON COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

FAMILY COURT DIVISION 
___________________________ §          CIVIL ACTION FILE NO.: 
Petitioner §          ____________________ 
And §  
___________________________ §  
Defendant §  

ORDER REQUIRING VIDEO CONFERENCE HEARINGS 

Due to the Order Declaring Judicial Emergency entered March 13, 2020, by the Chief Judge of Fulton County 
Superior Court and the Order Declaring Statewide Judicial Emergency entered March 14, 2020 by the Chief Justice 
of Supreme Court of Georgia, pursuant to O.C.G.A §38-3-61, all non-emergency hearings shall be conducted via 
video - conference during the COVID -19 emergency period if possible. 
 
All Status Conferences and hearings shall be conducted by video conference.  The Court has set up video 
conferencing through Zoom.  Zoom Basic Personal Meeting is available free of charge and can be downloaded onto 
your computer at https://zoom.us/pricing or Zoom Cloud Meeting App is available for free in the Google play store 
of IPhone.  You can join the meeting at https://us02web.zoom.us/j/   

The Court will conduct this trial by video conferencing through Zoom. This time set for this trial is at 10:00 A.M. 
on July 8, 2020.  It is imperative that you call or join by video in at the time set forth above.  If the Court has not 
joined the meeting please stay connected and wait for the Judge to join in the event a prior conference exceeds the 
allotted time.  Please review the CONTACT DURING STATEWIDE JUDICIAL EMERGENCY  ORDER located at 
________________________________.  Please note when appearing by video it is required for all participants 
to turn the camera feature on and keep it on at all times. Use a reliable internet connection and 
remain in a stationary place. Your screen ID name should be displayed as your first and last 
name.  

Recording/Photographs/Reproduction: Any video recording, audio recording, photographing, taking 
screenshots, and/or reproducing of the livestream, if any, is strictly prohibited except as provided in Uniform 
Superior and State Court Rule 22, which requires application by the party seeking to rercord the proceedings 
and approval of the court prior to the beginning of the proceeding. Violations of Rule 22 is subject to the 
penalties for contempt of court. Observers should keep their video off and sound on mute.  
 
The meeting ID for your meeting is _________ 
 
This Order supersedes your previously filed Order to Attend Status Conference or other hearing notice. 
 
So Ordered ___ day of _________, 2020. 
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Subcommittee Members 
 

Criminal Matters  
Judge Kenneth B. Hodges III – Co-chair 
Jimmonique R.S. Rodgers – Co-chair 
Judge Brendan Murphy 
Judge Norman Cuadra  
Judge Kathlene F. Gosselin 
Judge Rob Leonard 
Robert Smith 
Don Samuel 
Terry Norris 
Sheila Ross  
 

Civil Matters  
Judge Russ McClelland - Chair 
Judge Walter Davis 
Judge Kathlene F. Gosselin 
Judge Rebecca Rieder 
Judge Jeff Bagley 
Judge Ben Studdard 
Judge Al Wong 
Judge Jeff Hanson 
Elizabeth Fite  
Catherine Vandenberg 
Adam Malone 
David Nelson 
William Custer 
Tina Shadix Roddenbery 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Grand Jury 
Judge Melanie Bell - Chair 
Cindy Mason 
Robert Smith 
Debra Nesbit 
 

Other Court  
Judge Lindsay Burton - Chair 
Judge Russ McClelland 
Judge Brendan Murphy 
Judge Norman Cuadra  
Judge Melanie Bell 
Debra Nesbit 
Cathy Vandenberg 
Michael Lucas 
 

Juvenile 
Judge Lindsay Burton – Chair  
Judge Melanie Bell 
Cindy Mason 
Jimmonique R.S. Rodgers 
Michelle Barclay 
 

Court Reporters & Interpreters  
Judge Norman Cuadra - Chair 
Judge Russ McClelland 
Judge Melanie Bell 
Judge Brendan Murphy 
Judge Dax Lopez 
Robin Rooks 
John Botero 
Lashawn Murphy 
Paul Panusky 
Maria Ceballos-Wallis 
Rene Weatherford
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